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that may result in the expenditure by a 
State, local, or tribal government, in the 
aggregate, or by the private sector of 
$100,000,000 or more in any one year. 
Though this proposed rule will not 
result in such an expenditure, we do 
discuss the effects of this rule elsewhere 
in this preamble.

Taking of Private Property 
This proposed rule will not affect a 

taking of private property or otherwise 
have taking implications under 
Executive Order 12630, Governmental 
Actions and Interference with 
Constitutionally Protected Property 
Rights. 

Civil Justice Reform 
This proposed rule meets applicable 

standards in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of 
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice 
Reform, to minimize litigation, 
eliminate ambiguity, and reduce 
burden. 

Protection of Children 
We have analyzed this proposed rule 

under Executive Order 13045, 
Protection of Children from 
Environmental Health Risks and Safety 
Risks. This rule is not an economically 
significant rule and would not create an 
environmental risk to health or risk to 
safety that might disproportionately 
affect children. 

Indian Tribal Governments 
This proposed rule does not have 

tribal implications under Executive 
Order 13175, Consultation and 
Coordination with Indian Tribal 
Governments, because it does not have 
a substantial direct effect on one or 
more Indian tribes, on the relationship 
between the Federal Government and 
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities between the 
Federal Government and Indian tribes. 
We invite your comments on how this 
proposed rule might impact tribal 
governments, even if that impact may 
not constitute a ‘‘tribal implication’’ 
under the Order. 

Energy Effects 
We have analyzed this proposed rule 

under Executive Order 13211, Actions 
Concerning Regulations That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use. We have 
determined that it is not a ‘‘significant 
energy action’’ under that order because 
it is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
under Executive Order 12866 and is not 
likely to have a significant adverse effect 
on the supply, distribution, or use of 
energy. It has not been designated by the 
Administrator of the Office of 

Information and Regulatory Affairs as a 
significant energy action. Therefore, it 
does not require a Statement of Energy 
Effects under Executive Order 13211. 

Environment 
The Coast Guard considered the 

environmental impact of this proposed 
rule and concluded that under figure 2–
1, paragraph (34)(g) of Commandant 
Instruction M16475.1D, this rule is 
categorically excluded from further 
environmental documentation because 
this rule is not expected to result in any 
significant environmental impact as 
described in the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). A ‘‘Categorical Exclusion 
Determination’’ is available in the 
docket where indicated under 
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165 
Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation 

(water), Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Security measures and 
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the 
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to 
amend 33 CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION 
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS 

1. The authority citation for part 165 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191, 
33 CFR 1.05–1(g), 6.04–1, 6.04–6, 160.5; 49 
CFR 1.46.

2. Add § 165.812 to read as follows:

§ 165.812 Security Zones; Lower 
Mississippi River, Southwest Pass Sea 
Buoy to Mile Marker 96.0, New Orleans, 
Louisiana. 

(a) Location. Within the Lower 
Mississippi River and Southwest Pass, 
moving security zones are established 
around all cruise ships between the 
Southwest Pass Entrance Lighted Buoy 
‘‘SW’’, at approximate position 
28°52′42″ N, 89°25′54″ W [NAD 83] and 
Lower Mississippi River mile marker 
96.0 in New Orleans, Louisiana. These 
temporary moving security zones 
encompass all waters within 500 yards 
of a cruise ship. These zones remain in 
effect during the entire transit of the 
vessel and continue while the cruise 
ship is moored or anchored. 

(b) Regulations. (1) Entry of persons 
and vessels into these zones is 
prohibited unless authorized as follows. 

(i) Vessels may enter within 500 yards 
but not closer than 100 yards of a cruise 
ship provided they operate at the 
minimum speed necessary to maintain a 
safe course. 

(ii) No person or vessel may enter 
within 100 yards of a cruise ship unless 

expressly authorized by the Coast Guard 
Captain of the Port New Orleans. 

(iii) Moored vessels or vessels 
anchored in a designated anchorage area 
are permitted to remain within 100 
yards of a cruise ship while it is in 
transit.

(2) Vessels requiring entry within 500 
yards of a cruise ship that cannot slow 
to the minimum speed necessary to 
maintain a safe course must request 
express permission to proceed from the 
Captain of the Port New Orleans, or his 
designated representative. 

(3) For the purpose of this section the 
term ‘‘cruise ship’’ is defined as a 
passenger vessel over 100 gross tons, 
carrying more than 12 passengers for 
hire, making a voyage lasting more than 
24 hours, any part of which is on the 
high seas, and for which passengers are 
embarked or disembarked in the United 
States or its territories. 

(4) The Captain of the Port New 
Orleans will inform the public of the 
moving security zones around cruise 
ships via Marine Safety Information 
Broadcasts. 

(5) To request permission as required 
by these regulations contact ‘‘New 
Orleans Traffic’’ via VHF Channels 13/
67 or via phone at (504) 589–2780 or 
(504) 589–6261. 

(6) All persons and vessels within the 
moving security zones shall comply 
with the instructions of the Captain of 
the Port New Orleans and designated 
on-scene U.S. Coast Guard patrol 
personnel. On-scene U.S. Coast Guard 
patrol personnel include commissioned, 
warrant, and petty officers of the U.S. 
Coast Guard. 

(c) Authority. In addition to 33 U.S.C. 
1231, the authority for this section 
includes 33 U.S.C. 1226.

Dated: May 29, 2002. 
R.W. Branch, 
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the 
Port New Orleans.
[FR Doc. 02–14557 Filed 6–10–02; 8:45 am] 
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SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve the 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) 
revision submitted by the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania of 
changes to the air resource regulations. 
The changes will make the 
Commonwealth’s regulations consistent 
with Federal requirements, delete 
obsolete and unnecessary provisions, 
and apply the Commonwealth’s 
monitoring requirements in a consistent 
fashion for all affected sources. In the 
Final Rules section of this Federal 
Register, EPA is approving the State’s 
SIP submittal as a direct final rule 
without prior proposal because the 
Agency views this as a noncontroversial 
submittal and anticipates no adverse 
comments. A detailed rationale for the 
approval is set forth in the direct final 
rule. If no adverse comments are 
received in response to this action, no 
further activity is contemplated. If EPA 
receives adverse comments, the direct 
final rule will be withdrawn and all 
public comments received will be 
addressed in a subsequent final rule 
based on this proposed rule. EPA will 
not institute a second comment period. 
Any parties interested in commenting 
on this action should do so at this time. 
Please note that if EPA receives adverse 
comment on an amendment, paragraph, 
or section of this rule and if that 
provision may be severed from the 
remainder of the rule, EPA may adopt 
as final those provisions of the rule that 
are not the subject of an adverse 
comment.
DATES: Comments must be received in 
writing by July 11, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be addressed to David L. Arnold, Chief, 
Air Quality Planning & Information 
Services Branch, Air Protection 
Division, Mailcode 3AP21, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, 1650 Arch Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103. 
Copies of the documents relevant to this 
action are available for public 
inspection during normal business 
hours at the Air Protection Division, 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, 1650 Arch Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103; and 
the Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Resources Bureau of Air 
Quality Control, P.O. Box 8468, 400 
Market Street, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 
17105.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Rose 
Quinto at (215) 814–2182, the EPA 
Region III address above or by e-mail at 
quinto.rose@epa.gov. Please note that 
while questions may be posed via 
telephone and e-mail, formal comments 
must be submitted in writing, as 

indicated in the ADDRESSES section of 
this document.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For 
further information, please see the 
information provided in the direct final 
action for the Pennsylvania’s air 
resource regulations, that is located in 
the ‘‘Rules and Regulations’’ section of 
this Federal Register publication.

Dated: May 8, 2002. 
Thomas C. Voltaggio, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 02–14479 Filed 6–10–02; 8:45 am] 
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SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve 
revisions to the Maryland State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). These 
revisions establish the exemption of 
certain intermittent visible emissions 
(VE) at Federal facilities, amend open 
burning distance limitations, and 
establish specific requirements for 
safety determinations at Federal 
facilities. In the Final Rules section of 
this Federal Register, EPA is approving 
the State’s SIP submittal as a direct final 
rule without prior proposal because the 
Agency views this as a noncontroversial 
submittal and anticipates no adverse 
comments. A detailed rationale for the 
approval is set forth in the direct final 
rule. If no adverse comments are 
received in response of this action, no 
further activity is contemplated. If EPA 
receives adverse comments, the direct 
final rule will be withdrawn and all 
public comments received will be 
addressed in a subsequent final rule 
based on this proposed rule. EPA will 
not institute a second comment period. 
Any parties interested in commenting 
on this action should do so at this time.
DATES: Comments must be received in 
writing by July 11, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be addressed to David L. Arnold, Chief, 
Air Quality Planning and Information 
Services Branch, Mailcode 3AP21, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, 1650 Arch Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103. 

Copies of the documents relevant to this 
action are available for public 
inspection during normal business 
hours at the Air Protection Division, 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, 1650 Arch Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103; and 
the Maryland Department of the 
Environment, 2500 Broening Highway, 
Baltimore, Maryland, 21224.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Betty Harris, (215) 814–2168, at the EPA 
Region III address above, or by e-mail at 
harris.betty@epa.gov. Please note that 
while questions may be posed via 
telephone and e-mail, formal comments 
must be submitted in writing, as 
indicated in the ADDRESSES section of 
this document.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For 
further information, please see the 
information provided in the direct final 
action of Maryland’s Visible Emissions 
and Open Fire Amendments, that is 
located in the ‘‘Rules and Regulations’’ 
section of this Federal Register 
publication.

Dated: May 21, 2002. 
James W. Newsom, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 02–14492 Filed 6–10–02; 8:45 am] 
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SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) is extending by an 
additional 75 days the comment period 
on its proposed rule (March 25, 2002 at 
67 FR 13684) for revising the RCRA 
hazardous waste program to allow a 
conditional exclusion from the 
definition of solid waste. This 
conditional exclusion would be for 
hazardous oil-bearing secondary 
materials generated by the petroleum 
refining industry when processed in a 
gasification device manufacturing
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